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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —Sec. 4] 


RM ^ 1 3n^-R ^ ^ in^ ^^ ^ ^IWT 5000 mMt 

^TijR % t t ^iTffgci^ ^ !smR n? ('frd ^ f^.ig5zp 

^ ^ 0.5 iif^) ^ t I w <^)^^ ^ ^ ’Eii^^ ^ ^ irar-f anqR nr 

l^fcjff^ 3?5?>Er fW t I 


^ ^ ^ ^ Tfrer ^ ^ ^ ^ ujgv^t SRI n?!# ^ Ti^ ^ an^ 

im ^ toRJ ^ ^ ^ %qT t 1 ^ ^ ^ 

^ t ^ ^ * 31^ mm ^ 3H^ Tf^ 'cT^?m ^ 

^ ^ 313 ^ ft 5 ?IT t I 


3. vm ^ EHQEPT ^ -ppft -cPT ^=^^|^cr ^ ^ t) H TPI^ 

^ W5^ ^ I^TRferfecI tnc^fE?^ ^ IRtTO f^?IT t :~ 


0) ^ ^ -fR Rie^ ^ cR ^ 0.4 IfpRIcI q5t tR XR $ | 

(u) 0J» n^?m ijeJTFjGH igjfff c^ ?ia^i xfiR^^ xH f^ f^ir^ra ipi^ 

^ ^ K'Wrf^d ^ 1^ 60 iifcmcT ^ irw § i 

(m) ^ afR cr?fe^ ^ i: ^ 25m/~mq t^fj m^ciF ^ ^ ^ 

45T nWW t I 


4.^ i^icitf^ x^ 1^ g,3^TR, im snm THtaaff/inteajt ^ ^ 

nRgifefxT %0T TWr «IT :-- 

0) THilt f^rf^ f^ifJi^ I 

(ii) ^ 5f%?IT f^ffjias I 

(iii) ntmi xjn 'oatn I 

(iv) I 

(v) a^j^^RcT x?^ xasfrxT I 

(vi) nf^cT 4ft**|vr4 I 

(vii) T|RI?HT ^flfm n?TWT I 





3 


LVPt 4]^ __ ^ MTOT : 5TOTOOT 

(viii) I 

(ix) ’TRtfriJ 33EfpT *r3g1 WT I 

(x) ^ I 

(jd) #>Trgc^' ^ 1?^ ! 

(xii) »TR^ ^ I 

(xiii) ^?sr 3 jvMv5t m fk) i 

(xiv) ZT^ f^O I 

(xv) "^' TO f^O 1 

(xvi) %Rt t^rf^RT 37k#3f TO f^O 1 

(xvii) Bgl^T fk^T^ 


4.2 ^ TOcT ^ W?m ^r ^ ^ ^ 

(i) ?IT 8 ^ Tjft ^ ^ grk 4000 ^ ^ McT W^T'WScIT ^ im ^ ^ 

cR ^ t I ^fPT ^ ^ ft ^ 1000 3|k 1500 

^THOT ^ (TfM ^ 3J*) ^ ^ ^frc^FfT t I 

Cli) "Hw ?TT 40' IHT ^ ^ T^ |i 5'^r^r Rrergcep ^ 

^ 3T5W7 I :- 


447 

Rio 

f^TO4 

RTRfr 

7J4^ 

1. 

ffk4 &744T 

999 

1495 

2. 

457? 44 37TW (T^T^) 

3495 X 1496 X 1590 

4250 X 1670 X 1370 

3. 

3)R7rR (?M7:4) 

6.27 

9.72 

4. 

(fk)4T0) 

776 

1003 

5. 


ijler ;47(4f? 

W4 377774? 

6. 

44^ 4^ RIR47/40' 47^ 

3 

2 

7. 

44^^3447/40' 47^4? 

750/-?744 

750/-R44 

8. 

7777:g447/45l? 

250/-R4)73 

375/-W7 


(iii) ■^T^r 1^4^ tf-R WT (Ttfr?fr#) '-^414 '4iT^ IT^P (^fUM^'i^t) 4r\4 f^jXd ■*“'H 

c^'T ^ftvSHT 4^:| i. fkfff 44^ 150 ^R/QZJ 4?1 4"'? rlcTT^R tOcT 4 ^4R 4?f v4T4^t j 


(iv) ^TcT R tpR ?T4r4 ^ ^(44^ 4441. 45r<4^rR ^Ml 4r;f4 '^4141 4 k‘.-’4 

t 3ff^ ?4T WR 4rr0 44 4R^’t 4?[ 3T7<J?4^f4rT 4^ t I 

4R4 4 cfSK) 44 34474 ^5^4 44 447134 '45^ 3)7? '4 4.^7^ ‘'§3774 '77^1 f I '?47f^4, 

HT'W 4447 cj^t ?r'^4 47 fk? 3)r4>ftk7 4R^ 44 cp4e7 47^t 4^744 ^ 4vR 44747 ?7f^ 47*tf 
777^ 44 c774cff 4 44?t 4^7 3774 I 


(v) 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(vi> qiegc^ cET 

(^) W (1000 ■#{?t ^ ^ SFIcIT 260/-^ Tlfrl 

^ ^ ^ 0.11% ) 

(?a) ^ (1000 TM ^ «TOlT 375/-WI 

(PRrtti ^ th^Jct ^ ^ 0.13% ) 

(vii) ^ IS ^f6TI^;i000 760 ^ 

^alFf ^ ^ ^t?c^ ^ t i ureg^ a?R 3 ri wr wet ^ 

W ^ WTT airq^^RS %, ?Tlf^ ^[ Sjf^cSlfe^ ^ Tl^ 1 

ansWwi^oi ^ ^ spRl \5fqrift ^ ^ I^Rrtq ^ TigRRn 1?i^ l 

M qg % 1^ MtT ai>r WM ^ ^ 3iq^ i^jo^ ^FRtrf^ ^ ^ 

% 1 

<t^ gier fgff^a 

(i) S*T Wff ^ ^ ^ McT ^ A ^ ^ ?RFIW ^ WTG 

arfl^ srm-^ anet^tir^a ^ wi ^ ^rram ^ 

aM WR ^ ^EiR^ ^ ffsiwi 1^1^ I 

Oi) qitnijo^ if ^ % ^^1^ WT ^ ^TIFSE < 3 [&^ ^ mrfmiVT ^ ^ 1^ #? '^feR^TFm 

^ f^ei mi f^lMwi ''3«^PT ^ fcTj w •efJNc4 # wi ^1 aiT^r I^wr i 

?TI^ ftlfiN 

0) ^ ■#r^FM mi ^ WEI ^ 0.25% ^ ?RcTT t, ?jt wIFRI m TPtET ai^l4 ^ 

^ I 

(il) rf^ ^ ^ 1^ ^T^qi ^ 3ffTR if[? tR -1500/-^? ^ 6000/-WI wRT ^ 

% I W ITRT tlf^giH W>S1^ % WTT %. ^5I?R IRT 

^ ^ ^ 3R>R ^ WRH ^ I: ^ WTR WTcI ate % I 

(Hi) mi W«P ^ fo6{ ?l€t^I ^ ^ 1^R %, Ttet ^ TRRTFtT ^ ^ST 

m^ m(^ ^ 1^lRTte 1^ vifH wi^fRri t 1 

(iv) qg \RR ^ afjHR ^nf^, Rie^w 3^tT ^ cpt 4 wm 4oo/-'^V 

w t I 

(v) ^3>Rt m ^tei ^ 5000 ^ 12000 aw^ ^ 41^ ^ l nf^ ^lirq»M ^et 

^R?M TteR fpRn WE t, ^ Rie^w 560/-^ ^ 1300/-Wr cRE ^EE 1 ERtfrE 
?ru m tf^tE %isE ejT e^pet 4^ #?E4t€t vJiipnSl^t qSt Etf!r I^rrt m 





[*IFTIII-“'BP¥4] 
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0) ^ ^cfiTFT ^ snernr ^ t i ^ ^ 

^ SneiN ^ ^ ^ WKT 

SJT I 


(ii) "^Tfcnisti^t ^ ■'3qd«T ’^f^tiiw alk wt ^ ^ (^ 

31I!WT f^rat^ ^) ^ ^gf^ WTf^r^ ^m/WlrHlf^d ^ ^ anETR^ 

^ emm ^ aSfR ^ ^ ^ 't<Jicbi4 

'Jl)'5'11 ■cllf^ I 

(iii) ^ ^ ^ f^# ywH ^ ^ WT aiKpiRT < 3 mK 

vj|<ld ^f f^T^RT ^ ^ ^SllPl^ % 3^ SiltlK IR ^i<4K ^ ^ ^ I 


(iv) arfclf^ 'gf^yn' a^R dwi^iti 'H^i^cTT ^ wjk ^ ^ 3fm??icp?TT ^ 

^ ytrleT^H gTTT ^ ^ ^ I 

(v) 'jRf ^RT Ri'rfl ^ SlfrlRtltT gf^EIT ^ Wlf4d fcbkj 'jfl^ WN'II ^ (Rb'(NI 

y? •^'dRui ^Rr PiEiiRd ^ aic^, cPf ^iWf y4%T o,40% ^ Ufdm 

3?f^ t I 


(vi) 4RMr ^t WT ^ ^ '4^5R^ ^ WRI 4t ^ I 


(vii) 


(viii) 


'rfW^nJr^t ^ y? tiiejgetb wfetr ftHl^Rsjd ^sn^ ^ % ■■- 


(gj) g>Rt git 1000 #4t^'®t€t3fR 1000 #4t%^5y^^T^cPT^ ^3HJ ^^atcRfcT 
f?pi7T ^ I 

(^) tii(i!g<7tb ^ yit WRI ancTR ^ Mr i sr^diM yidiyc-cb M ^ argwr 

t:- 

fi<lid/a<Nld 

(i) 1000 ## ^ git gJT^ - 250/~W; M 

(ii) 1000 4141 ^ arlitg^ di<?fl tpR — 350 /—^>gi? wfri ?fbi^ 

CtM 


(i) 1000 'rfWit ^ git g?R - 200/-wt M 

(ii) 1000 ^ art^ Mr - 300/-^ M ?gg 4 


MrM^t Mr dPtdd Mt fMr Mn w t 1 Mt fMi ^ 4 t 20' M Mr 
TR 5 (K)/-wj afR 40 ' ^ Mr M 'r 750/ wt ttr^^jeg> t 1 M ^rgi g^Rt ^ yRd-g 
g>( -rfMMr gir g-t^ Rr4?T gtif g^vgi ^itv ^>fffcRj Ngg^gg Eoe^jpg^ g.i 'gsrrg 

Mr ggi ^ 1 


Mrt diRivjg Mr fJl^tvit t) 

(i) ijg ^ SRidig gii 'ng^g g''{4 ^ i g? Rig ■4 "gitgdi y^'kig ' g^ g^ij rr^it'? 

WMTdRd g)'^4 gi g>Rg M M M gM ^ M 4 h^ M-dd g gt M M Rmtd 
git gi^ git g^jr't 4 gtRigg^ Mi 1 
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[Part III— Skc. 4] 


G) w WJ ^ ^nePT ^ ^ ^ Mct 40' ^ ^ ^ 1 

ai«raT -Eft 3n^ ^5% ^ air t i 40' ^ ^ 750/-W 

t l tirerg^ ^it^r w ^ 26o/-Wi[ ^^R an^ ^ ^ ^ 

375/-WI %. vi?rf^ Mrft ^ ^ cFT^FT O.T1% ^ 13% 11 

(p) 1000 3iM ^ ^ awriT -Errcft iCT?t ^ 2S0/-wi i6oo ^ ^ 

«PI?TT ^ ^RSPl 3n^ ^ ^ 375/-WI 1^ EilPf | 

(in) ■gq^ ^4tq»w ^ ^ ^ ^ qS) ^ T^t esHm ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^rtrirT ^ '^Tef ^^tI ^ ^ 1 ^ ^TUf | 

Civ) wq (^ ^) % WRt '$cllrf^ IT? aflv ^ 

ift#??l m ?!4i3ft q>t 3[W?ii^Tii ^ wft, ^ ajRaiteiRsit ^ 

^ 1^ ?^l^ %T ^ ^ Eintit t I wEijii:T4t^^?THHt3jfl?ETFr^^y»n?^T^ 
% 1 ^ tP4c1 Pl*lld) cj^t tTliqd '^^^ 4(c<l> ?TfRl i| <T)H ?HT 3^1? "4>l4cg5tlomr^ 

pRlfld I 

•gNEft^I ?T g^ i^cTWI^ ?i^ (a[l:| E;-T^^ <?) 

Cl) ancn? q? yiengcEf> qT9%T % l ??t^ aioim ^ ri^?tqcT ?)*1t #t 

HTq?T'^t ^ ^ I 

(ii) , I^TeM vte i#tT ^’.-^ 0,40% alt? 7[€rq (STmitT 0.25% ^ 

y? qcfqrq q5t ^ ^ ^ wiriI^ y^Rnf^ q?t 

t iqf^c<h^^^^40''En^q? 750/-wj 111% 1^Esqi^t,qq 
qi?q> cn^ q^ yf^ qq? q? q? 0.25% ^ arfeq? q# ^ afl? ^ q? ^q^r 

eiqqq 012% ^ l 

(iii) B^tf^Tq)qq^3rfkq^^efT^ E^ferqqq^7^qim^E^t3k^q^q3\qf?fNq^, ?nf^P?[qq^f 
q? ii%qqiq qst ^qq fW w i iqf^. q? qit qq^i^qq? ??3^ q5l ^ ^ qqq qiq q? 

q?^ I qjqft ^ ^ qn ^ qn^ q^, q^ei q^ ^ 3igqq ^nqcT 

^ancTRq? ?qq?t ?[%q q5t qq q^pr^t t 1 
TTKcft q fi[ qki q>' ?i<Tqq t qq w (i?q?3nj^ 

(i) aRT q^ ^ ^ afr? qf$pq ^tRqr ^ qq?t q? qr^qiq trie^cqj q^ qfq qqr % 1 

(ii) qi# qq? ^ I^Tqfe ^ qrfq qJt anqi? qjq^ c^ f^iq qiq^^ qqqit qq^t qn^ 

q?t 3iraw4^i % I 

(iii) q^ qiergtqj q^ f?Fqf$[feq t ;- 

^) 1000 ?M erqqr ^ 1^ 250/-?jqi?. aft? 

(^ 1500 ?ft^ SRtTT q[5^t qeqq 304^? q^t EPRt ^ 376/-W I 





tHPini—T!r>jr4] 


Miw m tram •. «TOWt"r 


Civ) ^ ^fifcij ^ tRH ^ ’TlfcT. «FffrT 

^ ^ T??S^ ^ ^ 0.2% ^ ^ ^ iJ^'fTR 3im TR «m? 1 

(v) ^ »rifcr iR# wr Rm ^ % TPn^f ^ 3R ^riWf ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ pRH ^ ^ gfwpror ^ 

t I 

(vi) ^ ^mim ^ ^ ^ ^ ^FRT t I 

5. ij f^}^ 7 -^^11^,2000 ^ TfgW 3ffpi1f^ ^ # I 

^fkFJ 31^^ f^i? ^ «^ :- 

0) ^ ^ter tj^ 3iW#rT t I ^^!it ^ ifmR ^ ?ST t 

vfjt f^ vjnrniti^r trtjtt w ^r % i 

(ii) ^ ^3v*ng?iR ansnRcT w? ^ ^ arieiR w iptr ^ i 

tl^ STRcTT t I 

(iii) ?t€i^ ^TMim^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w t I ww tT^t^T iM ^ trwf^r^niT m ^[f^ 

^ t I tr^ ^ncrmicr ^ ^pit-^ftsf^ WRf 

Civ) ^ WT gcR ^^RfTT ^<ft^ ^ % I 

(v) ^ %i (#?e5^) ^ artRf ^ ^ ^ ^ Bctt ^ ^ 

TWfRT t I 

(vi) #?ef^ ^ ^ ^ wit war Tfqt -^RT f I ?»f W<T 

f I ^ WI f^-fcM ^ ¥c?kfT ^ ^ ^ c^t WR ? 

(vii) ■'Hj<^Rr^ ^ Wf^cT tTPT^ if ?tT WT xflcfeR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

(viii) ^ ^ STWf ^ W TRcTR ^ ^ I McT ^ 30 

gr^ f 

(ix) ^ ^ Tftcra'<R ^ ^ ^ fc^K ^ f$n7 ^lirfT’incT ^ | 

(x) ^ ?^R ^ asT tor ^ i ai?^ ^ a? ^gf^itor 

cm ^ftorcw xR[c^ a> wR 4 ^iT a5t vimj i sm r totfr ^ ^ wth % \ 

(xi) TRR ^ -q^ ^ ^ to aB^ 1000 ^TT 2000 tot ^ to Pwff?fr tot 

tR sntt toR tor arnffir to toto aR to wrt i 

(xii) (95) a? auw tovf tot ^ ■?to?r t i torR 3f5^ a^t aa rd 24 'aRt 

a(R’ anto % I a^ tott ^ ?r iRota ^f tot ^ ^ ^ toto tor w ^oaKa % \ 
(jg) cto RmtarR ^ to tor tot tottoR to I 

(a) tot ^ grtarcT ^ to Rre^;?^ 2596 /-^ to to tocr ^ to leai^^rtR 

griRR tR Btar i 
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(xijj) (^) awfit^dT "clt^ ^ ^ 1 ^ WTd ^ ^ 1 

'PI ^ ^ ^ t, t ^ a^ a>i 

3WfTsJ t 1 

i'll 

(i) ^ wr agd ^ ^ i #cj^nM ^ a? afd ail^ t i 5^ i 

m ararqrd ^ i 

(ii) ^ -^qdPf ^ -q? t I 3 ^ 3 ? aH 

a? ^ i ^ adiitp gama a^ar i 

(iii) a^refi^R aaa 0,2% a^’t i aa a^ 0.5% aat aaar arfla i 

(iv) ■^aa'M ^ aaf m t^Td % i a? a>M a^ t i 

(i) ■?’air a^Aftrar ■^<<1 a>K ’^R’iR -^iw aspi ^ 1 Fa '<fr#{% aa aarcra oRd & 1 i^a 
alin'd t Fa aia^j^ aa% a5t ana 1 

Cri) a^r 'OH ar^ ^ apa atoat i Faf^, a^ ara ara a^'i 

ytrfnt%cf Ptan ana 1 

(^ Faat ^ ana alR acargaR a^t ■ 1 

(iii) ?a a^avni^'^ff ^ f^aiat aa aw 4 a t ! 

aRd a^rjq aa aaW asa (aasn^'ittcin^) 

(i) Fa aaaasn^ ^ aarm ^ aa^ia f, afrf^ an^aad t 1 

(ii) #a^ a^r aaa^ araf^af^ ^ aara aiar % 1 F^i 3 T%n ara'iTi^ asT gaara a^ar a#ar 1 a^. 
aar a^^a? ^ af^T^ aR^ Faii) aFiaar a^^ 1 

df^iat aifto a^ (^t^!M) 

(i) (dJ) Ria^Raaa^ a^jag?' aa ^ 0.4% a^ aa^ aR aa?dT $ 1 

((F) aa^li^raa ^ ^ aatr ^ arjaiF aa^ ai^tan ara (aanFt^ a^) Ft Ffa^dt t 1 

(ii) RTt^f^ ia^ ^ aiadRat aat #tt art^ ? aFt 1i.it ^rtia^ ai 3{ia?aqRTT ai t i tiit ^1t 
fMi "i wt it Fi ddtaai BtF iar arfFa 1 Fi ^ aat a^ aR ad 1 

iat ^dta? Ti^a aa (itaaaa) 

(i) aiafiadT m afia ait it ana 1 itit# atdt i ‘daaaat Fend' aa smarm ana, 
aid aF srRsfTSTRsfr t 1 

(ii) dtitit atd iaat srRsftatRsft aarera aid 1 mawta aF^ ad adi stgnfd a^ dr aTRdt 1 
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t'lmii—w^ 4 ] 


(i)^' ^ 1^ ^?Ti% I 

(ji) m ^ ^ncTraicT am^lt, cw ?q5i# ttrr arq^rnr ^ i 


Cl) #pei«M ^ TR?TW f^Tsf^ m ^ i 

Oi) m ^ t. ^ f^riM ^ f$nf t «wf^ snzncff ^ 

tR grraiftfr t i 

(iii) ^ 17 w f^rifTT-tR 3fm 1.35 WJ ^ ^ I ^ 3JRaijl3?H3fr 

^ *rR^ ^ 3tm 4" wfEr ncFft wree t ? (i7 ^ ^ ^r soo/-^ oik 

$ 90o/-wr) I iwian]^ ^ 3 r?ir ^ ^ ^ vsimr ? 

Ov) ^ Pwkor ^ f5nj wft ^ ^ a?^ ^ ^ w^r ^ 

*55^ Tj?p^ in^ 1%^ ^ ^ ^ t '^vJT'W' a#mR^ ^ ^ 

^ I tTW ^*n5?TR arwR aPHFir ^ ^ ? 

(v) | ^ ^^RR^ TTOF le WJ li^ ^ FffRT ^RTTK 

?H gjitgpw ^ 3fWlft?T t 1 

ngR! 1^ :grefrTT (^<Manj) 

0) TJf ^ ^ qrdFn?! t 

I ftlf3[»T ^ fM TR ^ arf^ 

imR ^ I 

Gi) Tlf^ MtT^ ^ ^ 4t wn^ t, tiw cTlfRT ^ cW I 

#3fR€t ^ xfTcf-^TO OTRt ^ ^ ^ ’TH^ ^ ^ ^JfHT I 

i?R#qRI<^ ifryl^PlI ^ (ailjlTi^THg) 

0) ^^rqMift ^ ^ ?T5I ^ 3fW ^¥tl6H ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eft I 

«rr«?-^^?n?fi ^ ^ ^ «jt i 

Gi) RPRT viTHT «Tr I 

Gn) «rif=TiMq>t^^gsprr^^^ t? 3Ri^fR^ 

G) ^ ^ ft>asia MiT ^ ^ %iRrr ^ t i ?*t 2001 ^ an^ m # 1 
(p) -^fTW gSFTT ^ ^ ^ ^ ? 
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(i) B*T WTH ^ ^ ^ ufciPite t I ?iiR ygM ^ ^nj^r ^ t i ^ 

ir??M t i 3 ri we cj? ^ ^ ^ t i 

(ii) 3jk 3RT f^^rter c1t% ^mn ^ -p^^itcr ci?? ^ t l ^ ^ ^ 

«tHT ejT I 

Gii) ^ ^steTR^t ^3^ 41 ^ ^ 3l1^ t I ^4t3IR41 ^ anciR ^ 

Mid—'ti^^ TTRR 3FfTM ■ei<jlFl 1 

(iv) 3R1MT 3RT ^15^ ^ cTl^ ?YMT ? 

(v) 3nq^ ■’Hiqtnm ^ et ^4xMl4T A wrrcif^ 4T t i 

feff?l4s 

(i) tM# ^ ^nir^ it 'Riic^f^cb itn" M?r ^ ^|e ^ ^ i 
Cii) iMr# ^ TJwPrqHiT ^ i 

%" M^r ^ ^ I M% % H qWT ^ I % -Mle ^ I 

6.1 ^’nrcrti4i ^ ^ ^rq f^pvjf^ffeci qSrt we ^ M?w, qre ^i fc#m 

ir?ge 'TO ^ T2E5T sreRT elt :- 

(i) we qw, q^trf^ 1^ ^R>R ^ q?r 3TTq?Wce e# I 

(ii) 4li?ei^ ^ q>r efc e qw i 
(Hi) W^eiWJ' 3RJoqJ WTPfT I 

(iv) tM4Pl**TTeM (f^l^tld) ^ SSger? M>T ef^TvlT dH (^l^f^M “^cf^) SlMeieT 1 

6.2 ^^TEPM e 31MH TRW q4 ^ it -^tTT eqj TRTtKm MR ^MT - 

(i) Mjl'fl Ptqld MM ^^ftftvt m4rT MM 0 . 3 %, MMrnt^ fMRfT MTieT % 1 dMill^rl 

MM MTM#MW? WM ^ MiM if f^lttltMe M^t M^ 4 sftM MTM M MWlER cP MTr(1#t M? Ml # 

3IM1^ %T ^ 1 

(ii) MteM 'MR W if MMM. 4TM 3(R ^ WtCM ?t^T 1 

6.3 4l'fM'frd M .MMt^ WM MtMIMt MMM, 4tMer4t cTMt MT MMIMR M MMM v^ MTMIWMM '' 

tRJeM ^ MT^ if M^f t$RT 4 I M-gcff ^gw4 ^ MOTMllMM^tet M M;; ,.iOrM M'i' 

MWT M eflT M MMR W^te MMM MT MM^d fMMT eft | 



[’IFTni—7jn5 4] 
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7 ^ 3nciR ■’47 afk IFTT ^ «TF5~4<^aH!l ^ <?l'cri '(jtl'lj 7i<i4 

^r f^erf^ ttM ^ ^ gireft t ■- 

(i) TftVfxjifriil ^ 7?^ # ^ ^ 3ft7 T44e?^ ^ ETieVJc^ 2696/-W ^ 

i^Mf^f^TTTrr^ 1 7re<73TPmT^ cjM d«<i *i^l^^ wRi 

I^^^T[e«n574H^WsfonrT?7 

^ Ofifltfel) UTdlf^itf tnd^e4> ^ 750/-^ ^ 1050/~w i> 4t^ ^ I 

(ii) ^ 71i5*lffT ^ % TI^ WftfecT y7?TW TPr^cT %, ^TTl^ 

''ti«n4^ic’iti> J4((jci^’ "vin^ ^ ^ ^ <i>5i '•till ^ 13F7T ^9^^ wl'fi whnX <^4l 

a^l7 ti>i4P»84itj*i ^ ^ ^ 3iq^ tittM ^ ftsTir 11 

^ ^ ^ite7 ^T^f ^ ^TfWTcT WS^kH ^ fcPf t 3ft7 ^I^TtgfTB(^t INT ^ 

'titfrcTi ^ ai^TiK <i>h 1 ^ Pl<i^d €t 3nw % 3lt7 ^R 5 M t^^i «imi 

WePJ ^ iHWSf^cb 1 ^ W t ftj BKT 34^4 9 ^ ^ ^ cT^ 

^ ^rakr ^ TJ^ 3T^ rR^JM Pw^RcI ^ I 

(Hi) 40' ^ ^ ^ WFT % Mfr ^ ^ ^ (3MftiT) RI<?7«IT ^ 

eqieil ^ 40' ^ ^ ^ 7l<;4 ^ (51’'it ^ PH^lId ^ feOJ 

M Rreg^ -^7 ^nm ^ ’Rin ^ i ^ ^ ^ ^ ctpt^ 

^^>{1 R7 ^EJcT cRJ Tttf^RT = 1 ^ t I WT 3?t7 «^)^‘T^^!ft ^ ¥»TR 3^)7 

l^rf^fTT C4T5RT ^ ^ f^iTmi ¥»TI7 t f TW134Tf’?c4 ^ SffR^ Tf^ FR 

I ^ 71# TnR I%T H 1% HTrirf^d ^IWW ^ ^eRTT c5Mi^^^l■■ ^ 

^ne^jf^ ci>t ^ ifl^ 24^7644 ^7^ ■gf^ ^ t I 

(iv) ^44^7 W7 ^ Tpnjgit^t, ^ (ci^ ^tait ^ ftnj) wV(57 37 ^ 

TPtt ^ gRtIV'y wit ^gj^l^TTR anEIR m f%4tftei t 1 gf? giw ^ % 3rrfgfi^ ^ ^RRt 
^4 ^’flg7 ^ ^ -ETTcrg^ 3494j4t ^ ^ ^«44& ^ gi^t t 3^k ^ 

^ x-iRi wit ^ 31^ 1^'s WTT t I ^i4g7 wfr ^ ^ 

-^7 ^ -Jm TJ77M 1t^ ^ 7iK’^»M BT7T 74^ ^ W4 WTT imFT4 

W t I ?R4lPt, ^PgtW3fr ^ ^ 3RI 747^ wft ^ g7F44 ^ ^ ^ ^ g 

^ I ^^41=4^ ^ lit^ yiii!fjct5 ^ f^rateT ^ %Tef Pngij^ ^ ^ 0.6% % I ^ 74«^ 
97?44374R ^ 0.2% ^ 0.5% c44j f*RT-1?R7 ^ ^ I 

^ yiii^gisfi ^ di<r^ri^4> ^ ’it siirr ^ Rigitjw^ PiErtRd ^7% ^ uw? ^jpre 

^ 3fqg4^ ^ ^tt gF4 ^ t I V?R4T% ^f^RT W t. 3rf&4^ 'RR^il^T WT Wt 
^(-UI^TIK 34TE4R W Ulci!^^' TTOtRcT ^ I ^ 7m, ^ W4 ^?lRit -^417:^0^ 
mf^ w^^34icn7^^ vwmrg^t l gR/^gp4c:/9j?iii9'HR antjiRcr 

^ ^ I yte7Je(5 ^ SneiR ^ i T4FT tr? ^74 ^fTf^RRD4 ^ EUH 

STRfrf^ ^ TgT t I ^ mgr ^ ^cTR^TTR gyr ^ Trim ^ Tim ^ Trmr %, 
3ikgmr4mg5;tg^7ig]34t^f^ gW TTTj^w 

Tt trie ^ ^ gg^gg 1 gigc^i<57Jr g? ^ 7m uiISic^tut ■9^g^l9^{^|■7 

Ttwggr gst wi-S’^ ^ Ttgiggr wg wgr ^ledi t 1 ti? ^ttt 9 R^ gfr wci twj 
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^ t. ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 ^ ?rm 

^ aifcH ^ WT -^iwt ^ 3n«3K ^ tjTegs^ 

^ TiSBf?r ^ I w ^ ^ aiwR ^ 

^ ^ i»ww ^ wiHJ ^ 3r<^t ^ 

uffSt # I 

(v) irakcnait qSt het §«j #<renM ^ ^ ira^sH ^ ^ ^f ^ alH 

Hisiywy fl*iR ^ ofnr^ ^ jrww t i ^ ’E’# ^ Rrafcr ^ 1^ fltftaRcT 

^>1^ ^ »wm 4) 3f^ ^ Rf^rttT <»T*fl ^ »iFi^ ^ »rif^ 30 c|5> f^ywHgtST aral^ ^ 

apyiRt ^ ^ WTcT !Jt ^ t I 

(vi) #Tf€nft^ ^ ipi^ ^ ^ ^RtnftcT ^ m Rio^itT trh ^>>t^ 

aneiR %r ^ feq w\ imrw t i 

cT^ ^ ^ ^ »TRci ^ ^ ^ 31^^ m yTl^*?oT 

Wi^ ^ cT^ Rirra?T ^ ^ ^ I wfn*ft ^ Rjifict 

tKH ^T ^ t, f^ROR WT ==?ITO ^ Wl ^ ^ToTn f^?I ^ flSclt 
^ itlRprf E-^RW '3??'^ t I ^ Hlf^lcJRui ^ t Wf ^'(T, 

^n?n«mT ^ w\ ^ ?j€tq ^ncfram ^ ^giticir ^ ^ W'Tf 
^ ^ f?l^ # I 

xsm^-wRsrt aiq^<f>^ vnto?™T ^ wi =«it« (<1 *#^) ^ ^ort we^^«i5 
B»TRt ^f 201% # ^ ^ ^ afg*# ^ W'WPf TV gR fH' ^ ^ I ^ 

wf^ arr^ ^ £i>t fl»Tnff ^1 Rirmci y?nM ^ arq^ 

IRtTW ^ »TR#3 WT W (an^^t^) ^ ^ f^^(R-RM CIRI^ '^sncf w ?e 1^ 
aif^ I^^R # feoj wq5t ^3a»?Pit c|>t wtRirt gj?qt^ ^ '(# l 3 p% ■cI^ ^ ^i 

Ysgpt «i<^ ^ q5t I ^t aum itfrT aiR»T i?q> qrH ^^irt 

^ ^iqt ^ ^ Rifm argqiRti 4>T-fl sRict ^ liWi i 

#rq^ -fft ^ ^ qrHt^ 

w (an^^) ^ aig^ ^ ^<f vo^tt t i ^ ^ vTq>, wff 4 

ffwt ^f Rqwr ^ Roi ^ ^rctf^ ^r w Wcir i 

(vii) ^qici ^ ^'fH, ^"a wV<wiaiT =^ ^ ^ ^^teiR^t ^1 

wqRt ^ 3^^ a?srqi t i W t <4fen^ q^ anRiRt^ qt^r-^qs 

wi^ «fft^ wt ■'^ qii4 q«ftf^ 'ft## ^ #aTR# aft garar ft agcf 

atf^ t i m 33^1 ftflvg^ s^q, isft a^rft ^ Rraftr ^ ^ Plar^ia %, ^ qRwrci: 

^fwfSm "q# ^ I #VTq## #q aft anft aR ^ano ^ alk a»»K met qi^ "aqgaq 
q'Wia aR ^Ha>iiT % i 

(vui) aiRaterR# irit# 15kt a>rft ^ Raia # qw^ ft q^ra apaar ^ft# 9rfft^ at4 #ft^ aft 
qjftk# q# ? I afttam am# qjq ft qqq #w# ^ aft? aqq ^fta^ ftq 

wi^ ^ aRiara q€t ^ar qrf^q i aqa ft f^mti: # ^ fft>q #ftaft ~<^ #^1rla» ftq 

seift ^ wrf^ # ^ I cRofft, qqq ft ^«ft 4 ft qai^jf gpwftt ^ a# ^ 
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^ ^ t I neifSr. «mi n<p ^ n? snW’fH f^J^n ^ ^ ffc^ 

^ ^W&'cT HPi^ fVhi ^ wen? ^f)»r'f»»i ^ f^in wfiipn, nrpr ^ ^ 

^ "wi f^iRt ^ nf^^n ^Rirt $ 1 mtr ^ ^ menn nre^ 

t%q1n ^ f^ 9fftf<f^ ^ ^ ^ jf^ ^RM ^ 

'fnit ^ wicT^lcr w? me ^T wn f^r w t i 

Ox) nrH ^ ^^; (3n5R?ti) ^ ^ if nn ^ f$ni 4^t 

f^l^fcRT: t I ^ ^ n¥H ^ ^ ^nR «rHT t I 

^i^PtRK^ ^ ’Wvt if n^isep ;qii nn cTpj <# fen? ffjfrwiafr rsi nvR^f ^ xj^ 
ffRM cfnR ^PT gsiw f^ w I 1 

(x) x^f% 5pni %nT w &, ^rI x^f ^en^ #u ^ nf?ff c^ meqn ^ ^ 

vSIPff 3f3»#m I 3?k ^ JRIT^ ^ f<^> ^ 3ITil?W(1T % I ^ 

iRTRcnarf ^ nin c^ npi f^r I aik x?<^ n>T ww<i ^ xff 

3 Rf^ ^ f^ %f ^fT I (<ft«?^nff€f srt) VRenf^ 3i?#n ar<R«n afr? #i?n4f^ gRi ^nR 
xirr^ ni^ ^74f^rsTK''i 'fi^ nt? %w n4*n f^c^p ^ ^ 0 . 3 % g5f 

x^'f ^Rf ^ pRlfcf ^ f^ '^'i eT^TT^ ipl ^^Ilff(^f tPT ('ffXffl^cl) Sig^f^cT 

WRI I Ene^cis ^ HE 'an^aiteiRaif' sfii^ ^ uHtn cpv^ gx? Pr-offcicr cpRf ^ ^ ^ 

Efl^l efjft I fleRR rW^ f^j^ twl^l cJR^ gx? cpi?t ^ pRffei nRoTf if flfcf 5 ^Pl| 
2596/-'pnx? ^ *ffx^T RTe^jetp XR fVft; ifg cl*l ^ i^I tlT^ nfcf X?cp 3nV3f)afRaft nlcT ^ I 

(xi) infSj^R'n 5T?T ai^ntf^cf <61 'fffx?i?4t^ gRr ■axMiiRenfcKi nxit c^ 

fcTX? xr<f, 3f?iRn ^<m( nRr xjnxfrfr 1 xpeiiff), «r hrr ^x?d^ ^ ^erif affix? ■<PT 4 Pnm<Ri 
wi^ n^e <6 '^nR <6'5^ '<i5t afcif^ aicif^ q5l '(rtP^ ir^ ^n^teir < 6 ^ c^ n?ften f^x? f^i ?r^cxf 
#?^^l ^r aftej ^ \in*fl rfif^ 1 

nf^oTFRf: afl? ®xR f^i? nx? cpi'Rff ^ nif^cpxiui pRrf^f^ci cpt arg^rreix^ ^tcit t :— 

(i) nfe'fxpR'f. v^fq affix! ^ ^ f^nfci q4nT x^ 0 . 3 % cj5| qiS^^eXP qR I 

(ii) ^‘R’fxhi qxi 'anvaifefRaiY vRiic^f n>T sriR gq Rcx?^f?, xj^R aft'? f>raR ^ 

if ^ ^^f^ I 

(w) $x{^ -frqtf ^?u] ^ fcR xrdfeiRrf x^rI ^ mf^q xj> epl^ xthr I '?Rf 

^ ^qew 30 Rqt q?l g^ci aRff& htr^ ii '4f qqiq ^ 'jnx?>?l i 

(iv) af?r ^cPTjf 2596/- ^>qxj dJf ^'jqi cR qYe>f <Pi^ (anxiTcf), qd<itP xnfetff (anqin afR PiqR), 
alh? aiRafiaiRafr nwc^l ^il f+w ajRi 5 ]^ Rnff^n ntevxpR. afiq afR 

^ffl i 

^fxiT^'ff^ <61 axq’^ gif ci qrq if -gipflcfti qf^(^q 3TTfif^ c 6 'R epT R"^?! f^XlT 'oKcTf 1 
w a(R?T 'dRXRri flqi4f b^nr i 


XRT. XRm, 3TWTW 

[ fq?rqq/ 3 / 4 /i 43/2 ooo/aroT. ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 28th July, 2000 

No. TAMP/39/2000-CHPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the 
Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) for revision of wharfage on export of motor cars to foreign countries and on 
coastal movements of cars, as in the Order appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 


The Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 


Applicant 



(Passed on this 19th day of July 2000 


) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust 
(CHPT) about revision of wharfage on export of motor cars to foreign countries 
and coastal movements. 


2.1. The CHPT has stated that the existing rate of wharfage on motor 
cars and tourist caravan Is Rs.2596/-per unit The CHPT has received a 
representation from M/s. ^undai Motor India Limited, Chennai, for reduction in 
the wharfage rate as their cars are small in size and priced around 5000 US 
dollars in the global market Citing that the wharfage rate on cars is levied on 
ad valorem basis (0.5% on FOB value) In the JNPT, the firm has requested the 
CHPT to fix the wharfage rate similarly on ad valorem basis. 

2.2. M/s. SHAHI Shipping limited have also approached the CHPT 
with a proposal to commence coastal movement of cars between Chennai and 
JNPT / Mumbai by pure car carriers. Since there is no separate tariff for 
coastal movement of cars, they have requested the CHPT to fix a reasonable 
rate, as prevailing in other ports like the JNPT. 

3* In order to encourage export of cargo through the Chennai Port 

(as In the JNPT), the CHPT has proposed the following wharfage for handling 
of cars: 


(0- The rate of wharfage for export of cars is (Q) 0.40% of FOB value. 

(ii). A concessional tariff for coastal shipment of motor cars on ad 
valorem basis @ 0.25% which is equivalent to 60% of proposed 
wharfage rate for export of cars. 

(HO- In the case of import of cars and tourist caravans, the present 
wharfage rate of Rs.2596/- is proposed to be continued. 

4.1. In accordance with the procedure proscribed, the proposal was 

circulated to the following users / representative bodies of the users: 


(i). The Shahi Shipping Limited. 
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4.2. 


(II). The Hyundai Motor India Limited. 

Oil). The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry. 

(Iv). The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce. 

(v) . The Southern India Chamber of Commerce and Industry. 

(vi) . The Tamil Chamber of Commerce. 

(vli). The Confederation of Indian Industry. 

(vlli). TheASSOCHAM, 

(lx). The Federation of Indian Chamber of Commerce & Industry, 

(x). The Chennai Steamer Agents Association, 

(xl). The Chdnnai Custom House Agents Association. 

(xii). The Indian National Shipowners Association. 

(xiil). M/s. Parekh Marine Agencies Pvt. Ltd. 

(xiv) . M/s. Tata Nyk Transport Systems Ltd. 

(xv) . M/s. “K” Steamship Agencies Pvt Ltd. 

(xvi) . M/s. Greenways Shipping Agencies Pvt. Limited. 

(xvii). M/s. Maruti Udyog Limited. 

The comments received from them are summarised below:- 

m. HYUNDAI Motor India Limited (HMIL) 

(I). We manufacture cars with an export obligation of Rs.4000 crores 
to be fulfilled in 8 years. We have planned to export passenger 
cars of KXX) CC and 1500 CC engine capacity (SANTRO and 
ACCENT) to various countries in the world through the Chennai 
Port. 

(ii). At present we e^ort in small quantities by 40’ containers and its 
wharfage is as given below: 


s. 

No. 

DETAILS 

SANTRO 

ACCENT 

1. 

Engine capacity 

999 CC 

1495CC 

2. 

Dimension of car (MM) 

3495X1495X 
1590 

4250X1670X 
1370 

3. 

Volume (CBM) 

8.27 

9.72 

4. 

Weight (kgs.) 

776 

1003 

5. 

Category 

Small size 

Mid sb:e 

6. 

No. of cars / 40' Cent. 

3 

2 

7. 

Wharfage / 40’ Cont. 

Rs.750/- 

Rs.750/- 

8. 

Wharfage / Car 

Rs.250/- 

Rs.375/- 


(iilj We have planned to export cars by Pure Car Carrier (PCC) and 
Pure Caro Truck Car.ior (PCTC) which the c" : > '|(( 
■''eded d<'"'''*)v the vessel by d.ivirig the same at mu : .i. of 

•Oc . k .;r. 

(iv). ' r L /'inc! of car in tiK vessel, we do n«>t requite tuty r oti 
' iliti^ ii' t. transfer 'r.ors, crane.:, etc.; and, hence, 

I . investment needs to be made by the Port. 
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(v) . There is no Inclination for the overseas buyers to import cars 

which are made in India. The only way of attracting them to buy 
Indian cars is by way of cutting costs at all levels which includes 
port charges. 

(vi) . We propose the following wharfage at the CHPT: 

^a). For cars {less than 1000 CC capacity) Rs.250/- per car 
(0.11 % of FOB value of Exports) 

(b). For cars (above 1000 CC capacity) R3.375/- per car 
(0.13% of FOB value of Exports) 

(vli)~ The first export shipment of 760 cars will be made on 15 July 
2000 to Algeria. 

T tlP ff .tiani &<S r. Qf 

Chennai is an important cenbe for the automobile Industry. 
Wharfage and other port charges need to be kept at the minimum 
level so as to attract more and more cargo to the port. It will also 
enable automobile firms to export their products at competitive 
rates. 

M/f. “K” Steamship Agencies (P) Limited 

We are happy to note that the CHPT is revising its tariffs to 
promote exports. 

(I) . We welcome the proposal of reduction in wharfage for export of 

cars from Chennai Port as this will help the automobile Industries 
situated In and around Chennai to improve their export market 
through the Chennai Port. 

(il). The reduction In wharfage will Increase the traffic of car carrier 
vessels at the Chennai Port and help it in its further expansion as 
a car terminal for the Car Manufacturing Industries situated in 
South India. 

(i). If the CHPT charges 0.25% of the cost of the car, it will not bo 
viable to use ship. 

(II) . The Road Car Carrier charges are roughly RsASOOl- to Rs.BOOOI- 

per car from Chennai to Mumbai. By Road Car Carrier the 
transportation is from factory to dealer whereas in the case of 
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movement by ship, there is muitiple handling and hence the cost 
is high. 

(III). Coastal shipping for car carrier Is an innovative idea which 
requires encouragement in order to de-congest our roads and 
high ways. 

(Iv). The charges shall bo as per JNPT which Is roughly Rs.400/- per 
car including wharfage and stevedoring. 

(v). F-OB price of cars varies between US dollar 5000 to 12000. If the 
CHPT proposal is accepted, the wharfage will vary from Rs.550/- 
to Rs.1320/-. To encourage coastal shipping on the Indian cost, 
the CHPT shall charge a fixed rate as does the JNPT, 

The ChennaLCugiPms House Agents* Association fCCHAA) 

(I). The CHPT has relied on the existing wharfage at the JNPT. The 
CHPT could have made a cost analysis to propose wharfage 
instead of relying on the JNPT tariff. 

(ii) . The CHPT could have taken the cost of additional facilities to be 

provided, infrastructure to be created to facilitate / encourage 
routing of cars (bo It coastal or export) through the Port of 
Chennai and added an acceptable margin to arrive at the 
wharfage. 

(iii) . Any proposal involving the Scale of Rates deserves an in depth 

study by the ports so that it will create confidence to trade that the 
rates are scientific and have a basis. 

(iv) . Additional facilities infrastructure back up may not be 

required for export of cars, ospecisl.'y when the shipment is by 
PCC / PCTC. 

(v) . When no new additional facilities are likely to be created by the 

CHPT, (other than probably earmarking storage area against 
recovery of rent) the proposal of 0.40% of FOB value is on the 
higher side. 

(vl). As the export would be in PCC the storage time for cars In port- 
will also be minimum. 

(vii). The following suggestions are given relating to wharfage on cars 
at the CHPT:- 

(a). Classify cars upto 1000 CC as small and above 1000 CC 
under other category. 


^ L l^eoc -jj 
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(b). Wharfage shall be on unit basis instead of value. The 
proposed wharfage is as given below; 

Expprt/Import 


(i) . Cars upto 1000 CC 

(ii) . Cars above 1000 CC 

S.9flg.tfll 

(i) . Cars upto 1000 CC 

(ii) . Cars above 1000 CC 


Rs.250/- per unit. 
Rs.350/- per unit. 


Rs.200/- per unit 
Rs.300/- per unit 


(viii). The container terminal at the CHPT involved substantial 
investment. Inspite of substantial investment the wharfage on 20’ 
box is Rs.500/- and 40’ box is Rs.750/-. As far as handling of 
cars is concerned the CHPT need not make any investment 
and, hence, the wharfage suggested above. 

Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCP 


(i). We support the proposal of the CHPT. This will be helpful to 
Improve the volume of exports through the Chennai Port to 
compensate the loss of traffic to be incurred by shifting ‘coal 
handling’ from the Chennai Port to Ennore. 

Society of Indian Automobile Manufacturers (SIAM1 

(i) . Presently cars are exported through the CHPT in 40’ containers 

that can accommodate three small or two mid-size cars. The 
wharfage of a 40' container is Rs.750/-. The wharfano tnerefore, 
for small size car is Rs.250/- and mid -.-j, is Rs.375/- which is 
approximately 0.11% 5 ^,^; u.13% of FOB value of exports 
respectively. 

(ii) . Wharfage may be fixed at Rs.260/- for small cars of capacity less 

than 1000 CC and wharfage may bo fixed at Rs.375/- for mid-size 
cars of capacity less than 1500 CC. 

(iii) . In case the above fixed rates are not acceptable, it may be fixed 

at advalorem of FOB value of export, in line with the above rates 
irrespective of capacity of cars. 

(iv) . The Chennai Port shall not insist on DLB (Dock Labour Board) 

levy, CPT Gang Charges, etc., since their services are not 
required for loading cars in the PCCs which are RORO vessels 
and cars are driven straight into the vessels. This is similar to 
JNPT where these charges are not applicable. This will not only 
lower cost of exports but also reduce time delay and drop in 
efficiency. 
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Indian National Shipowners Association fINSAl 

(i) . Wharfage on ad valorem basis is preferable. Further, rate shall 

be reasonable and not an add on cost for exporters, 

(ii) . The proposed rate of 0.40% FOB for Exports and 0.25% for 

coastal (Imports and Exports), is simply translating existing high 
lumpsum rate to ad valorem. If a 40’ container is charged mere 
Rs.7S0/- for carrying three cars, the rate per car loaded in a car 
carrier shall not exceed 0,25% and for coastal movement it shall 
be only about 0.12%. 

(iii) . We need to export and also divert cargo for domestic movement 

to ships so that congestion on roads is reduced to maximum 
extent Therefore, with a view to have the rate as promotional, 
port shall charge a reduced rate. Once coastal cargo movement 
is stabilised, then it can be reviewed based on one year’s 
experience and costing. 

Federation of Indian Export Organisation tFlEO) 

0). The prevailing wharfage rates on cars at other South East Asian 
countries and South Korea are very low. 

(iO- In order to take up the Chennai Port as a base for export of 
passenger car, the wharfage needs to be reduced considerably. 

(iii) . The wharfage rates suggested are, 

(a) Rs.250/- for small cars of capacity of 1000 CC; and, 

(b) Rs.375/- for mid size cars of capacity of 1500 CC. 

(iv) . In case the above rates are not acceptable, it may be fixed on ad 

valorem basis @ 0.2% of FOB value irrespective of capacity of 
cars, like that of the Kandia Port Trust. 

(v) . Like the JNPT, the Chennai Port also must not insist for DLB levy, 

CPT gang charges and other mamools, since their services are 
not required for loading cars in PCC / PCTC. 

(vi) . No investment is to be made by the CHPT for developing this new 

business. 
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5. A joint hearing in this case was held on 7 July 2000 at the CHPT. 

During the joint hearing the following submissions were made: 

Chennai Port Trust fCHPTl 

(i) . We have based our proposal on JNPT model. We have omitted 

the additional stevedoring charge, which is being levied at the 
JNPT. 

(ii) . All ports go by advalorem based charges and not by unit charges. 

Even Customs do that 

(iii) . Concessions on coastal traffic are being emphasised. 

Government wants even priority berthing to coastal vessels. Why 
not give concessions on cargo-related charges also to coastal 
traffic? 

(iv) . Comparison with ‘containers' is not tenable. 

(v) . A ‘notional gang’ of labours of the Dock Labour Board (DLB) 

booked is likely to be dispensed with soon. 

(vi) . We wish to discuss with the Labour Unions with reference to DLB 

levy. We are for doing away with it. Why not wait for 
consultations with the Unions? 

(vii) . We will decide the matter relating to ‘notional gang’ booking 

before the first shipment. 

(vlll). No rent is proposed for car parking area for the time being. On 
export consideration, free period of 30 days will be given. 

(ix) . Traffic may not be enough to warrant consideration of shipments 

of second hand cars. 

(x) . The HMIL indicates twenty thousand units of cars per annum. Let 

them firm up we can then talk about promotional tariff. Now we 
agree in principle. 

(xi) . Fixing a promotional tariff for first 1000 or 2000 cars for first one 

or two years will be discussed further and informed to the TAMP. 

(xii) . (a). This proposal is only for cars. Item-24 of the existing 

wharfage schedule covers ‘other vehicles’. But ‘jeeps’ can 
be included as ‘cars’ in this proposal. 

(b) . For coastal traffic, jeeps will fall in the same category. 

(c) . Wharfage for import of jeep will bo Rs.2596/- and wharfage 

for export will be on advalorem basis. 
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(xili). (a). Walk-in priority vwll be like ‘ousting priority’. The HMIL will 
have to bear the cost. 

(b). We are willing to accord such priority because they say 
that they can not afford any delay. 

M/s. HYUNDAI Motor India Limited (HMIL) 

(0. Car handling charges are very low in Korean Ports. In CHPT, it is 
very high. Please reduce it We will increase our traffic. 

(ii) . We do not pay THC because it is absorbed by freight But, 

Chennai is not on mainline route. So we have to pay more. 

(iii) . Most of ttie ports charge 0.2% only. Why should CHPT charge 

0,5%. 

(Iv). JNPT Is on the mainline. That Is not therefore a comparable 
model. 

M/». SHAHI ShiPP(nfll,lmited 

(i) . We have a joint venture with Able Car Carrier of Malaysia. We 

operate PCCs. We have been looking forward to this wharfage 
r^uction. 

(ii) . (a). PCCs have to compete with car carrying trucks; therefore, 

encourage coastal traffic. 

(b). Charge unit rate and not advalorem. 

(iii) . We endorse the views of the HMIL. 

The Southern Indian Chamb er of Commerce and industry (SIQCI) 

(i) . We support the proposal of the HMIL which is reasonable. 

(ii) , Chennai is having locational disadvantage. We have to pay 

more freight Please help us to compensate for this through less 
tariff. 

The Tamil Cha mber of Commerce (TCO 

(I). (a). The CHPT may reduce 0.4% even further as a 

'promotional tarifT. 

(b). There can be a sliding scale with reference to certain 
levels of performance. 
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(ii). Why have the concept of ‘notional gang' at all? Here no labour Is 
involved. In any case, the Port proposes to dispense with it soon. 
Why not do it straightaway? 

The Chennai Steamer Agents' Association (CSAA) 

(i) . Why give priority berthing. Follow the ‘ousting priority' principle 

for PCC vessels even if it is only RORO. 

(ii) . PCC vessels must only have RORO operations. Conventional 

handling shall not be allowed at all. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCCt 

(i) . Let us have a ‘promotional tariff. 

(ii) . Adoption of a unit charge will be helpful when second hand cars 

come in coastal traffic. 

The Chennai Customs House Agents' Association (CCHAA) 

(i) . The CHPT proposal should have been based on a cost analysis. 

(ii) . The proposal is irrational as it is advalorem for exports but, unit 

for imports. 

(iii) . For a Rs.l? crores investment in container terminal, return has 

been 1.35 crores. Why are they so fussy about returns in the 
case of RORO operation? (Rs.500/- on a 17 crore investment; 
and, Rs.900/- for no investment!) Why not accept the HMIL 
proposal? 

(iv) . In a separate case relating to classification of cargo for 

determination of wharfage, the TAMP has described the port as a 
•fee' collecting body and not a ‘revenue’ collecting Agency. Why 
then go on advalorem basis? 

(v) . We have to lure others like Ford. Total revenue collection will be 

Rs. 16 crores and our proposal is based on this projection. 

The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCI) 

t 

(i) . This is a new traffic. The CHPT must do all it can to capture It 

without upsetting the balance on other points relating to other 
players. Shipping lines interests shall not be affected too much. 

(ii) . If concessions are given to the exporter in this case then lines 

also should get a benefit. Vessel-related charges with reference 
to CRT should be reduced for PCC vessels. 
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Indian National Shipowners Association fINSA) 

(i) . TAMP only awarded an over all increase in the recent general 

revision of rates of the CHPT. Itemised scrutiny was not done. 

(ii) . Cost analysis should have been done. 

(iii) . Why only compare with the JNPT rates? Why not compare with 

other cheaper ports? 

M/s. FORD India Limited 

(i) . Ford has no plans to export just now. But, we may start from 

2001 . 

(ii) . Why not compare with container wharfage rates? 

M/s. “K” Steamship Agencies (P) Limited 

(i) . We represent “K" Line Agency of Japan. Our principals have 

done a lot of calculation. Only HMIL can find this proposition 
economical. Other small exporters cannot find it to be so. 

(ii) . Ashok Leyland and other truck manufacturers have been 

exporting for long time. They should have been called to this 
hearing. 

(iii) . CRT of PCCs is very high compared to their DWT. Vessel- 

related charges based on CRT will work adversely. 

(iv) , Will this apply only to cars or other vehicles also? 

(v) . If you are not careful then exporters may shift to JNPT. 

M/S, Parekh Marine Agencies Private l,(mited 

(I). Waive booking of 'notional gang' In the case of PCCs. 

(ii). Special priority must be given to PCC berthing. 

The Chennai Stevedores Association fCSA) 

‘Notional gang’ may be there. But, they shall not obstruct the 
operations. They shall not board the vessel. 
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6.1. The CHPT desired to give a written submission later after 
examining the following issues raised In the joint hearing: 

(i) . Dispensing with the labour charges, as there will be no labour 

involvement 

(ii) . Exclusion of the DLB levy. 

(iii) . Adoption of a ‘promotional’ tariff. 

(iv) . Adoption of a sliding scale of tariff with reference to (assured) 

levels of performance. 

6.2. The CHPT has subsequently revised its original proposal to the 
extent detailed below: 

(i) Wharfage on export of cars is proposed as 0.3% on FOB value. 
The modified rate is prescribed as a promotional measure and will 
b« valid for a minimum period of two years subject to revision 
thereafter. 

(ii) The term ‘motor car' will include cars, jeeps and vans. 

6.3. The CHPT has not mentioned about dispensing with the labour 
charges, exclusion of the DLB levy and performance linked tariff. At the joint 
hearing the CHPT had indicated its plan to negotiate with the Labour Unions to 
do away with the ‘notional gangs’. 

7. Based on the records available and with reference to the totality 

of information collected during the processing of this case, the following 
position emerges: 

(i) . In the existing Scale of Rates of the CHPJ, the wharfage on 

motor cars and tourist caravans is prescribed as Rs,2,596/- per 
unit Jhis rate is applicable for both import and export; and, for 
conventional method of handling of cars. The CHPT has 
proposed a separate wharfage rate for export of car In PCCs on 
ad valoram basis. Considering the FOB value of cars range 
between Rs.2.5 lakhs to Rs.3.5 lakhs, the (modified) proposed 
wharfage per car will be in the range of Rs.750/- to Rs.1050/'. 

(ii) As agreed In the joint hearing, the CHPT has come up with a 
revised proposal, >^ich deals only with adoption of ‘promotional 
tariff’. The other issues like labour charges, DLB levy, and 
performance related tariff are not considered by the CHPT In its 
revised proposal. 


Since the existing wharfage rate is for conventional handling of 
motor cars and, as per the indications given by the users, export 
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of cars, which is to commence shortly, is to be done through 
specialised car carriers, it has become necessary to immediately 
prescribe a separate wharfage for such export pending 
examination of other issues by the CHPT. 

(iii) . Referring to the present (interim) arrangement of moving export 

cargo through 40' containers, the HMIL has pleaded to fix the 
now wharfage rate for export of cargo with reference to the 
wharfage on 40’ containers. The associated costs involved in 
moving cars in containers are not limited only to wharfage on 
containers. Container handling charges are payable to the Ports 
and THC and hire charges of containers are payable to the 
Shipping Linos. The HMIL has ignored these costs in its 
reference. The CHPT has correctly pointed that comparison of 
the proposed arrangement with the existing arrangement of 
moving the cars through containers is untenable. 

(iv) . Wharfage on motor cars is prescribed on ad valorem basis in all 

other Indian Major Ports except in NMPT, VPT and JNPT (for 
coastal services). It is to be recognised that in most of the major 
ports, there is no separate exclusive rate in the wharfage 
schedule for motor cars and it is classified under other cargo for 
calculation of wharfage. The existing wharfage rate of the JNPT 
for motor vehicles is stated to have been taken as a reference by 
the CHPT to formulate this proposal. However, users have 
demanded to compare with some other cheaper ports and not 
with the JNPT. The existing wharfage rate at JNPT is 0.5% of 
FOB value of export. In other ports, such ad valorem rate varies 
from 0.2% to 0.5%. 

Some of the users have also demanded for adoption of a unit rate 
instead of prescribing the wharfage on ad valorem basis in the 
instant case also. As pointed out earlier, most of the Indian Ports 
charge wharfage on ad valorem basis for motor cars. Presently, 
there is no uniformity in the basis of charging wharfage among 
the Major Port Trusts. The wharfage schedule Is a mix of weight / 
unit I ad valorem based rates. The question of standardisation of 
the basis of wharfage is engaging the attention of this Authority. 
It Is to be recognised that ad valorem may be relevant for 
collection of tax’; and, the ports are collecting tees’ for services 
rendered. That being so, it is appropriate to have wharfage rates 
with reference to unit of weight. While deciding on 
standardisation, this Authority will examine the possibility of doing 
away with the ad valorem concept. This is an issue, which is not 
confined only to the CHPT but relevant commonly to all the Major 
Port Trusts. Till a final view is taken by this Authority on the ad 
valorem approach, the existing method of prescribing wharfage 
on od valorem basis^ in the Major Port Trusts will continue. 
Accordingly, the proposal of CHPT to prescribe wharfage on ad 
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valorem basis for export of motor cars is allowed for the time 
being till a common policy is evolved. 

(v) . Conceding the demand of the users, the CHPT has agreed to 

include Jeeps and Vans also In the category of cars for the 
purpose of levy of the wharfage. Similarly, the CHPT has 
proposed not to levy separate storage charge for car parking for 
the time being. On export considerations, the CHPT has agreed 
to allow a rent free perio(;| of 30 days for storage of cars awaiting 
export, as in the case of all other export cargo. 

(vi) . The CHPT has proposed a separate wharfage for coastal 

shipment of motor cars on ad valorem basis by extending a 
concession over the proposed ad valorem rate for export of cars. 

In line with the policy of the Govt, of India to encourage coastal 
shipping, this Authority has been allowing concession to coastal 
vessels in the Vessel-Related Charges. The matter of extending 
concessions in cargo-related charges for coastal traffic is an issue 
of common concern to all the Port Trusts; and, as an issue on 
which separate decisions in respect of Individual Port Trust can 
give rise to avoidable conflicts of interests. This Authority is also 
aware that some of the Port Trusts are opposed to the idea of 
ports subsidising coastal traffic for easing pressure on road / rail 
traffic. 

The, above-mentioned observations were made by this Authority 
while considering a proposal from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 
to allow a rebate of 20% in wharfage charges on coastal cargo. 

_ In our order relating to that case, the MBPT was advised to get 
its proposal relating to extending concession in cargo-related 
charges discussed in the forum of the Indian Ports Association 
(IPA) so that a coordinated appraisal of its implications can 
emerge for final consideration. We have not received any 
feedback from the MBPT so far. Till a common policy is evolved 
in this regard, it will not be advisable to approve concessions in 
cargo-related charges for coastal cargo in the case of one Port 
Trust in isolation. The CHPT is also advised to approach the IPA 
on this issue for coordinated views of all Major Ports in this 
regard. Till this happens, the proposal of CHPT to extend 
concession in cargo-related charges for coastal cargo can not be 
considered. 

(vii) . During the joint hearing, some of the users have raised the issue 

on' reduction in Vessel-Related Charges with reference to the 
GRT in the case of PCC vessels. They have argued that Vessel- 
Related Charges based on GRT will work adversely as GRT of 
PCCs is very high compared to their DWT. This issue is not 
directly related to the present proposal, which is fixation of 
wharfage for export of cars. The CHPT can examine the demand 
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further and come up with a suitable proposal, if the demand is 
found justified, 

(viii). In the case of loading of cars by the RORO system, there is no 
involvement of Port or Dock Labour Board Labours. The users 
are justified in their demand that the Port must not take 
contributions for DLB levy and the port labour gang charges. The 
Port has also, in principle, agreed to do away with the notional 
gangs of labours. However, the Port has desired to discuss with 
the labour unions with reference to OLB levy. Even though the 
Port has assured that the matter relating to the notional gang 
booking will be decided before the first shipment of cars, the Port 
has not yet reported the result of discussions with the labour 
unions. The Port is given six months time to negotiate with its 
Labour unions for doing away with the booking of notional gangs 
of labour for handling export of motor cars through PCCs. 

(ix) . The Port has also agreed in principle for a sliding scale of tariff 

with reference to (assured) levels of tariffs. The proposal of Port 
in this regard is yet to be formulated. The CHPT Is advised to 
formulate a suitable proposal in consultation with the users for 
introducing a scale of tariff with reference to levels of 
performance. 

(x) . As pointed out earlier, the first consignment of cars is expected to 

be moved through PCC vessels shortly and there is a necessity to 
prescribe the tariff for such operation. The CHPT has also 
conceded the demand from the users and proposed a 
promotional tariff, which will be valid for a minimum period of two 
years. Keeping in view the interim arrangement proposed (by the 
CHPT) and performance linked tariffs to be formulated by the 
CHPT, this Authority approves the (revised) proposal of the CHPT 
to levy a rate of wharfage for export on cars at the rate of 0.3% of 
FOB value. This rate of wharfage will be applicable only in cases 
of cars exported using the RORO system. In cases of export of 
cars using conventional methods of handling, the existing 
wharfage rate of Rs.2,596/- per unit will be applicable; this will be 
so even if the vessel is a RORO vessel. 

(xi) . The wharfage rate to be approved by the Authority will be treated 

as an Interim arrangement for two years, as proposed by the 
CHPT. However, the exclusion of labour charges, and DLB levy 
and formulation of performance related tariff will have to be 
examined by the CHPT immediately without waiting for a review 
at the end of the interim period. 
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8.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the Authority 
approves the following; 

(0- Wharfage rate of 0.3% of FOB value for export of motor cars, 
jeeps and vans, 

(ii) . The above rate will be applicable only in case of export of motor 

cars, jeeps, and vans using the RORO system. 

(iii) . There will be no storage charge for parking of cars awditing 

shipment for the time being. The free period of 30 days available 
to all exports will be extended to this case also. 

(iv) . The existing rate of Rs.2,596/- per unit will apply to motor cars 

(import), tourist caravans (import and export), and motor cars, 
jeeps, and vans exported by methods other than RORO system. 

8.2. The CHPT is directed to incorporate the above changes in its 
Scale of Rates. 

8.3. This Order shall come into effect immediately. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
tNo. Aavt/ni/IV/143/2000/Exty.] 
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